Date: Sat, 21 Aug 93 04:30:11 PDT 

From: Ham-Policy Mailing List and Newsgroup <ham-policy@ucsd.edu> 
Errors-To: Ham-Policy-Errors@UCSD.Edu 

Reply-To: Ham-Policy@UCSD.Edu 

Precedence: Bulk 

Subject: Ham-Policy Digest V93 #301 

To: Ham-Policy 


Ham-Policy Digest Sat, 21 Aug 93 Volume 93 : Issue 301 


Today's Topics: 
"Distance Education" and ATV 
Bootlegger At ARRL N.E. Convention (2 msgs) 
CW Privilages (4 msgs) 
STILL waiting for your license? Read this and weep! 


Send Replies or notes for publication to: <Ham-Policy@UCSD.Edu> 
Send subscription requests to: <Ham-Policy-REQUEST@UCSD.Edu> 
Problems you can't solve otherwise to brian@ucsd.edu. 


Archives of past issues of the Ham-Policy Digest are available 
(by FTP only) from UCSD.Edu in directory "mailarchives/ham-policy". 


We trust that readers are intelligent enough to realize that all text 
herein consists of personal comments and does not represent the official 
policies or positions of any party. Your mileage may vary. So there. 


Date: Thu, 19 Aug 93 18:04:17 CDT 

From: tribune.usask.ca!mizar.cc.umanitoba.ca!bison!sys6626! inqmind! 
bills@decwrl.dec.com 

Subject: "Distance Education" and ATV 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


I'd like to hear from any amateurs with direct knowledge of use of 

the ham bands for "distance education" projects, in other words the 
transmission of regular educational programs on amateur frequencies. 
Duration of the program, co-ordination with regular amateur activities, 
bands used, types of courses transmitted, equipment chosen, and 
contrast with use of commercial frequencies would all be of interest. 


This is an attempt to gather some information that will dispel rumours 
circulating locally - I'm not proposing such operations myself and I've 
good reason to believe they are not permitted in amateur bands. However, 
I'd like to get some additional information on such problems occuring 
elsewhere. 

If there's enough interest, in a week or two I'll post a summary and 


the history of the local problem. 
Bill 
VE4STW 


bills@inqmind.bison.mb.ca 
The Inquiring Mind BBS, Winnipeg, Manitoba 204 488-1607 


Date: 20 Aug 93 19:23:12 GMT 

From: ogicse!uwm.edu!psuvax1!ukma!rsg1.er.usgs.gov!dgg.cr.usgs. gov! 
bodoh@network.ucsd.edu 

Subject: Bootlegger At ARRL N.E. Convention 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


In article <1993Aug20.115739.19272@hemlock.cray.com>, dadams@cray.com (David 
Adams) writes: 

|> 

|> NOT! The CAP for instance has frequencies on either side of the 2 m ham band. 
|> CAP operators regularly use ham HTs or other ham gear capable of transmitting 
|> out of band or on CAP frequencies. Some CAP operators have ham licenses, 
others 

|> do not. They are not operating illegally. MARS is similar. How do you know 
|> this "Bootlegger" is not a CAP or MARS operator? 


Because there were no disasters or downed planes in sight? ;-) 


[> --- 

|> David, NOWWN/AA 

|> November Zero Wiskey Wiskey November 

|> --David C. Adams Statistician Cray Research Inc. dadams@cray.com 


|> -Sourdough and Ham- - Minnesotans for Global Warming! - 
|> (&gardner) 

|> 

|> 


FAFEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE PEEP EP EEEE HEH 
+ Tom Bodoh - Sr. systems software engineer, Hughes STX, NOY?? (in the mail) + 


+ USGS/EROS Data Center, Sioux Falls, SD, USA 57198 (605) 594-6830 + 
+ Internet; bodoh@dgg.cr.usgs.gov (152.61.192.66) 

+ 
+ "Welcome back my friends to the show that never ends!" EL&P 

+ 


FEEEEEFEAFEFEAFEEEEFEAEEFEEEEEEEEEAEEEEEEEAEEPEAEEEEEEEAEETEEEEAEEPEAEEEEEP EAE 


Date: 20 Aug 93 11:57:39 CDT 

From: hp9000.csc.cuhk.hk!saimiri.primate.wisc.edu!sdd.hp.com! swrinde! 
cs.utexas.edu!math.ohio-state.edu!howland.reston.ans.net!spool.mu.edu!umn.edu! 
msc.edu!raistlin!timbuk.cray.@munnari.oz.au 

Subject: Bootlegger At ARRL N.E. Convention 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


In article 082928@IASTATE.EDU, wjturner@IASTATE.EDU (William J Turner) writes: 

| 

|FYI--The original posting said the woman went to a testing session and said she 
|had xnox ham license. She then *xfailed* the Technician exams. (Not that this 
|realy matters, since she still wouldn't be able to transmit the same day.) She 
|was then seen talking into her HT latter the same day. Assuming of course that 
|her HT was a ham radio (as opposed to a radio for some other band), then she 
|clearly either lied to the VEs or was transmitting illegally. End of 
|discussion. 


NOT! The CAP for instance has frequencies on either side of the 2 m ham band. 
CAP operators regularly use ham HTs or other ham gear capable of transmitting 
out of band or on CAP frequencies. Some CAP operators have ham licenses, others 
do not. They are not operating illegally. MARS is similar. How do you know 
this "Bootlegger" is not a CAP or MARS operator? 


David, NOWWN/AA 
November Zero Wiskey Wiskey November 

--David C. Adams Statistician Cray Research Inc. dadams@cray.com 
-Sourdough and Ham- - Minnesotans for Global Warming! - 
(&gardner) 


Date: 20 Aug 93 19:43:50 GMT 

From: ogicse!uwm.edu!spool.mu.edu!sdd.hp.com!col.hp.com!£c.hp.com! 
perry@network.ucsd.edu 

Subject: CW Privilages 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


I guess I used too many words in previous posts and the point was lost. 


rewind(stdin) ; 


In the olde days, there was a written test and a practical test. The 
practical test was chosen to be CW. 


Maybe we need a new practical test. 


Date: Thu, 19 Aug 1993 16:48:55 GMT 

From: spsgate!mogate! newsgate! nuntius@uunet.uu.net 
Subject: CW Privilages 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


In article <CBz3F1.M8L@fc.hp.com> Perry Scott, perry@fc.hp.com writes: 


>To counter, I'll tell you about one poor guy that passed 20 wpm but will 
>never be able to do the theory. This old timer refuses to learn 
>high-school algebra and quite frankly thinks it's a waste of time since 
>he'll never use it on the bands. (sound familiar to anyone in the 
>no-code camp?) 


Hmmm. Understanding "theory" like splatter, harmonics, etc. is not of 
use. I admit that that is a new argument in the licensing of amateur 
users of the "experimental bands." 


>I just haven't figured out a way to offer alternative operating tests to 
>ensure people aren't a menace to themselves and others on the air. There 
>are problems everywhere when you offer a variety of operating tests. 


Let me see if I understand this. An inspector certifying that I can 
receive telegraph data "ensure(s) people aren't a menace to themselves 
and others on the air." 


I confess, I'm going to have to work on this concept. Telegraph keys and 
security, in the same sentence, hmmmm. 


Date: Thu, 19 Aug 1993 19:41:47 GMT 

From: spsgate!mogate! newsgate! nuntius@uunet.uu.net 
Subject: CW Privilages 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


In article <CBz3F1.M8L@fc.hp.com> Perry Scott, perry@fc.hp.com writes: 
>I feel this is intellectual elitism. Usenet is filled with college 
>grads that have learned to study and take test. The rest of the world 
>that barely made it through high school doesn't post here. 


I must use a have a different definition of incentive. If the goal is to 
reward the applicant with more (better?) privileges, then what is problem 
with making them learn something...... NOTE the use of the term "learn". 
This could be anything from practical day to day knowledge to specialized 
knowledge to acknowledge their diligence and desire to better themselves 
and the art of ham radio. Simply learning code might open area's of the 
band to the advanced users of CW. But to tie the requirement of code to 
the available voice spectrum is hazing pure and simple. The DMV attempts 
to assure society that a newly licensed driver meet the "minimum" 
requirements for safety. I my opinion, the intent differs greatly from 
what we are discussing here. 


>To counter, I'll tell you about one poor guy that passed 20 wpm but will 
>never be able to do the theory. This old timer refuses to learn 
>high-school algebra and quite frankly thinks it's a waste of time since 
>he'll never use it on the bands. (sound familiar to anyone in the 
>no-code camp?) 


So does the above statement make this "poor" guy better or more 
qualified..... Not in my opinion. I would think more pertinent knowledge 
might improve his ability to enjoy the hobby....improve the radiation 
patterns or reduce the feed line losses..... I can think of many areas to 
test in that would better prepare the applicant for more 
privileges....Can't you? BIW...... If he were to learn a bit of high 
school algebra, he might be able to calculate his mortgage or do his gas 
mileage...... 


Rick Aldom 


Date: 20 Aug 93 14:18:26 GMT 

From: ogicse!uwm.edu!spool.mu.edu!olivea!apple.com!apple.com!not-for- 
mail@network.ucsd.edu 

Subject: CW Privilages 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


zardoz@ornews.intel.com (Jim Garver) writes: 

>>>I feel this is intellectual elitism. Usenet is filled with college 
>>>grads that have learned to study and take test. The rest of the world 
>>>that barely made it through high school doesn't post here. 


>Efete snobs? They will DENY it! 


_Impudent_ too! Not only that, they are probably out-of-state agitators. 


(You have to be around during Spiro Agnew's time to appreciate this. :-) 


Anyway, "real snobs" [tm] spell it "effete" :-) :-) 


Best best wisheses, 


Kok Chen, AA6TY kchen@apple.com 
Apple Computer, Inc. 


Date: Fri, 20 Aug 1993 04:46:24 GMT 

From: mustang.mst6.lanl.gov!nntp-server.caltech.edu!news.claremont.edu!ucivax! 
news.service.uci.edu!usc!howland.reston.ans.net!sol.ctr.columbia.edu! 

news .unomaha. edu! cwis.unomaha.edu@hub.ucsb.edu 

Subject: STILL waiting for your license? Read this and weep! 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


The number for the FCC is 717-337-1511 and the ARRL is 1-800-9ARRLVE. 


As you can tell by my tagline, you got a long wait. 


73's 

| Michael Fortner * "I've got all this love to give and | 
| NOY?? (12 weeks and counting) * so far all I have is my ham radio" | 
| ncc2001@cwis.unomaha. edu * -Selma Bouvier (Marge's sister) | 


Date: 20 Aug 93 16:25:14 GMT 
From: ogicse!news.tek.com!cascade.ens.tek.com! ronk@network.ucsd.edu 
To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


References <24r3if$41li@news.delphi.com>, 

<1993Aug17 .195329 .13550@porthos.cc.bellcore.com>, <1993Aug20.082928@IASTATE.EDU> 
Reply-To : Ron.C.Kirkpatrick@tek.com 

Subject : Re: Bootlegger At ARRL N.E. Convention 


In article <1993Aug20.082928@IASTATE.EDU>, wjturner@IASTATE.EDU (William J Turner) 
writes: 

|> FYI--The original posting said the woman went to a testing session and said she 
|> had xnox ham license. She then *failed* the Technician exams. (Not that this 


|> realy matters, since she still wouldn't be able to transmit the same day.) 


|> was then seen talking into her HT latter the same day. Assuming of course that 


|> hex HT was a ham radio (as opposed to a radio for some other band), then she 
|> clearly either lied to the VEs or was transmitting illegally. End of 

|> discussion. 

|> 

|> However, the radio could have been for a different band (the original poster 
may 

|> have actually seen the radio's model number and recognized it as definitely 


|> being a ham radio, but I don't know for sure), and thus she was not necessarily 


|> transmitting illegal. (Of course, she could still have been, but we have no 
way 
|> to know. ) 


One other question that would need to be answered: 


Was there an amateur standing next to her and acting as a control operator? 


Ron Kirkpatrick 

News Administrator/Postmaster 
Tektronix, Inc 

503-627-6707 


Date: 19 Aug 1993 21:24:54 -0400 

From: swrinde! gatech!howland.reston.ans.net!noc.near.net!news.delphi.com! 
news.delphi.com!not-for-mail@network.ucsd.edu 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


References <DRT.93Aug6120245@e40-008-12.mit.edu>, <2500fj$595@news.delphi.com>, 
<2505mj$n27@senator-bedfellow.MIT.EDU> 
Subject : Re: Techs on 20M ? Crossband repeat. 


Ah zo! THAT clears things up. 


Considering WHY foreign countries often prohibit third-party -- namely to 
protect their PTT monopolies -- I'm not sure that this would ever be a 
real problem. (And I'm not sure what business the FCC has helping enforce 
a foreign rule...) 


Date: Fri, 20 Aug 1993 10:53:20 GMT 

From: dog.ee.lbl.gov!overload.1lbl.gov!agate!howland.reston.ans.net! 
usenet.ins.cwru.edu!news.ecn.bgu.edu! feenix.metronet.com!marcbg@network.ucsd.edu 
To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


References <CBD1p7.23M@dartvax.dartmouth.edu>, <CByzKK.Kr9@news.cis.umn.edu>, 
<2519ha$44f@funhouse.solbourne.com>ws 
Subject : Re: STILL waiting for your license? Read this and weep! 


In article <2519ha$44f@funhouse.solbourne.com> kucharsk@solbourne.com (William 
Kucharski) writes: 

>While reading article <CByzKK.Kr9@news.cis.umn.edu>, I noticed that 

>Andre Thomas WB6ATJ <andre@boombox.micro.umn.edu> said the following: 

> >Re: STILL waiting for your license? Read this and weep! 

> >Note that address changes and such are taking about 3 weeks. 

>I can verify this. I recently moved and got my "new" license back in an 

>astonishingly short time (I actually believe it was more like two weeks for 

>me.) 


Ditto for me. 

Marc B. Grant, N5MEI | marcbg@feenix.metronet.com | 214/231-3998 (voice) 
P.O Box 850472 | marcbg@esy.com | 214/231-0025 (fax) 
Richardson, TX 75085 | | 


Date: Fri, 20 Aug 1993 13:29:28 GMT 

From: mustang.mst6.lanl.gov!nntp-server.caltech.edu!news.claremont.edu!ucivax! 
news.service.uci.edu!usc!howland.reston.ans.net!vixen.cso.uiuc.edu! 
newsrelay.iastate.edu!news.iastate.@hub.ucsb.edu 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


References <30722@ksr.com>, <24r3if$4li@news.delphi.com>, 
<1993Aug17 .195329.13550@porthos.cc.bellcore.com>owlan 
Reply-To : wjturner@IASTATE.EDU (William J Turner) 
Subject : Re: Bootlegger At ARRL N.E. Convention 


In article <1993Aug17 .195329.13550@porthos.cc.bellcore.com>, 
whs70@dancer.cc.bellcore.com (sohl,william h) writes: 


The original 

thread of this discussion had to do with a person belived to be unlicensed 
who had an HT (and may actually have used it, although no posting I've seen 
offered any conclusive evidence of that). 


VVV Vv 


FYI--The original posting said the woman went to a testing session and said she 
had *nox ham license. She then xfailed*x the Technician exams. (Not that this 
realy matters, since she still wouldn't be able to transmit the same day.) She 
was then seen talking into her HT latter the same day. Assuming of course that 
her HT was a ham radio (as opposed to a radio for some other band), then she 
clearly either lied to the VEs or was transmitting illegally. End of 


discussion. 


However, the radio could have been for a different band (the original poster may 
have actually seen the radio's model number and recognized it as definitely 
being a ham radio, but I don't know for sure), and thus she was not necessarily 
transmitting illegal. (Of course, she could still have been, but we have no way 
to know. ) 


Will Turner, NORDV = ---------------- 2-2 - errr nner eee eee eee ee 

wjturner@iastate.edu | "Are you going to have any professionalism, | 
twp77@isuvax.iastate.edu | or am I going to have to beat it into you?" | 
TURNERW@vaxld.ameslab.gov  =—s_-— - - - - -- - ------------- +--+ rr rrr errr rrr rere -- 


End of Ham-Policy Digest V93 #301 
KI KKK KKK KKK IIA KKK KK AKAIKE KKK 


